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THE PAPAL AGGRESSION. 
No. 2.—WHAT DOES THE POPE WANT ? 


Ow the very day of the publication of our first article on this subject, 
Mr. Cobden asserted, at Manchester, that those who opposed the esta- 
blishment of a Papal hierarchy in this country, were by that conduct 
opposing the progress of civil and religious liberty. If it is an acknow- 
ledged fact, he argued, that in this country every man is free to serve 
God after the manner most pleasing to his own conscience, what have 
we to do with any arrangements of the Roman Catholics for the better 
management of their own peculiar faith ? And this was received with 
loud cheers and symptoms of great approbation. 

Mr. Cobden’s argument is virtually the same (at second-hand) with 


that of Dr. Wiseman in his * Appeal,” when he said, that either tolera~. 
tion was, or was not, the law of the land: if it was, let the Roman” 


Catholics have the evidence of it in a permission to exercise their own 
faith in their own way ; if it was not, it rested with the British nation 
to repudiate one of the first boasts of their conntry. Nor can we quarrel 
with this position if we allow its foundation; for it is certainly a 
cleverly-invented and most perplexing dilemma. But when a further 
examination takes place, and we proceed to investigate, not only the 
argument, but the facts on which it is grounded, the utter fallacy of the 
reasonlug becomes perfectly apparent. Both the observations of Mr. 
Cobden and the special pleading of Dr. Wiseman take the real question 
tor granted ; in other words, they presuppose that the Pope, in appoint- 
ing bishops in England, and also in sending here a cardinal as head and 
chief of them, has done nothing more than contrive measures for the 
aa goveruing in spiritual matters of those of his own religion in 

We are almost ashamed to repeat, after insisting npon it so often in 
our introductory article, that on this point we cannot join issue with 
any one. We believe that toleration is the right of every man, and we 
are proud to say that in England it is every man’s possession ; but we 
cannot be beguiled by this our opinion into neglecting any encroachment 
upon civil power under the guise of spiritual liberty. Mr. Cobden is 
right, and Dr. Wiseman is right, if the Bull of Pope Pius IX., and the 
‘actions subsequent upon it, are purely ecclesiasticnl ; but are they so? 
We believe that they are not. 

_ According to the scheme already pointed out, we proceed to devote 

"his particular article to the consideration of this branch of our sub- 
Jeet, reserving any further remarks on other portions of it for future 
“ISCUSSION, 

The question, then, which at present comes more particularly under 
our Houce is—What does the Pope want? He cannot wish for tolera- 
ton for his spiritual flock, for this he has already. Is it, then, his 
~ Stving way” (as he expresses it in his bull) “to our own feelings of affec- 
tion to that beloved part of the Lord’s vineyard,” that has induced him 
to take this step ? or is it something more tangible—a usurpation of 
temporal power, and an undue intrusion into these kingdoms? Is 
it, in short, an ecclesiastical or a political move? Thatis the question ? 
would give to this question is put into our hands 
iolics themselves. It would appear, from the reso- 
Selby a Roman Catholic clergy, convened at 
the , last month, and recognised by no 
Calais ae n their own dean of the district, that the Roman 
so sure as Mr. Cobden is about their pro- 
ie ae innocent. We find that they adopted an 
use his influence to establish such 
or ecclesiastical government as might be in 
teak res stitution and equitable laws of their country. 
of ansions tis at they deprecated the introduction of any mere system 

g0 legislation.” In fact; the sum and substance of their address 


% 


Marriage With a Deceased 


Foreign Intelligence? 
Bavaria—Frankfort-on-the- 


»the nomination should rest with themselves. 
‘much comment upon these proceedings: they speak trumpet-tongued | 


No. 255. 


ife’s Sister 140 TERMS OF SUBSCRIPTION. ; 
Russia th, UNSTAMPED. STAMPED 
| Annual - - - - 010 6 016 6 
Half Yearly - » 2 09 0 
Quarterly - - . 0 4 6 

Single Copies - - - 0 0 $ 00 4° 


PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, 


But to those Foreign parts where an extra is 
charged at the Post Office, the amount of the same 
will be added to the original subscription. 


is, that the nomination of bishops over them by the Pope is an unjust . 


and unjustifiable interference; and that, if bishops are to be appointed, 
We do not wish to make 


for themselves. Surely if the very clergy of the very people in question 


are, in spite of their natural prejudices, in doubt on the subject, we that 
are out of the pale of their church, but have our rights as Englishmen | 


and our own claim to toleration} to uphold, need not be ashamed to 
doubt still more seriously. 


But the resolutions agreed to by the meeting at Selby lead us on to a, 


véry important reflection. The appointment of a Popish hierarchy in 
this country has been asserted to be purely an ecclesiastical one, on the 
ground that it is merely a provision for the spiritual wants of a portion 
of the community; and it has been sought to be likened to the parti- 
tioning out of districts by the Methodists. or even the appointment of a 
Chief Rabbi among ourselves. On the first blush, there does certainly 
appear a great analogy, but it is one which disappears more and more 
the closer we look into it. ‘here are very many points in which a dif- 
ference is clearly perceptible: at present we confine ourselves to the 
one to which the Roman Catholies of Selby have helped us. In their 
claim to nominste their own bishops, they have touched the very core of 


“the-matter; for to such a course as this neither we nor avy other of her | 
Majesty’s true subjects can demur. We claim also to nominate our own 


officers, and they govern us in peace, ‘The Wesleyans partition out 
England into districts for the better government of their own society. 
Numberless sects, in fact, divide the land among them, and elect officers 
with power over them, in the same way. But this is mot the case in 
the present instance; it is not a sect uniting to elect officers over them- 
selves; it is not a society arranging for the better conduct of their own 
business by a division of the country into districts; but it is a territorial 
division, marked out by a foreign potentate, ‘‘ out of the plenitude” (such 
are his words) “of his apostolic power!” Therefore, we say, that the 
analogy does not hold. 

On the very threshold of the question, then, it seems that we can 
hardly take for granted that the proceedings of the Holy See(!) 
are altogether innocent, or similar to the constitution of districts 
among other religious bodies. We advance from this to a second and 
more positive argument. The church of Rome pretends to an infallibi- 
lity; its laws, like those of the Medes and Persians, change not; and 
every pretension or assumption ever made by it must, from its very 
nature, be supported and clung to for ever. Its motto is, ‘* adem 
semper” (Ever the same). This is acknowledged as one of the chief 
ground-works of the system, for on this is reared up the great scheme of 
the “ authority of the church,” by which, according to their own state- 
ments, everything is judged “ infallibili judicio.”! But, fortunately, this 
furnishes us with an easy method of discovering somewhat of the ten- 
dency of these recent measures. [f it is not possible for the Holy See 
to remit anything of the power which it has ever claimed, it may, 


perhaps, be well to see of what sort some of the claims it has made 


upon England are; for we shall then not only have a better idea of the 
real character of the pretensions made at this immediate time, but have 
some little light thrown on the workings of the papal power in general. 
From a long historical series of aggressions by the Pope on the civil 
power of England, we select but two or three. First, we must notice that 
our sovereign is in his eves (and must be so) a usurper. Against her 
royal ancestor, Elizabeth, Pius the Fifth had the consummate impudence 
(to say the least) to issue a Bull, forbidding any one to pay deference 
to the commands of one whom, in the fulness of power, he had excom- 
municated ;? and this only followed up the actions of his predecessor, 
Paul IV., who refused to acknowledge her as legitimate, since she had 
assumed without his concurrence a crown which was held in fee of the 
apostolic see! This bull has never been rescinded. Of the conduct of 
the various popes with regard to Henry VIII. little need be said; for the 


' Encyclical letter of Pius 1X. on his “ elevation to the dignity of the supreme 
episcopate.” 

2 If any one desires to see this celebrated Bull, he will find it in Burnet’s Ref. 
vi. 522) in the original Latin. 
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arrogance of the Bishops of Rome thea holding the see in the matter of 
Henry's marriage is patent to the world. Jt may, however, not be 
undesirable to remind our readers, that no less than twice had the Pope 
the audacity to summon a king of England before him ; first, to appear 
at Rome, either in person or by proxy; secondly, before a council held 
at Mantua. To go bagk further in history, it is scarcely necessary to 
mention the deliberate resignation of the crown to which John was com- 


pelled by Philip of France at the instigation and under the patronage of 


the Pope. Lastly, we would call to mind the fact, that at all times the 
Romish clergy claimed exemption from civil jurisdiction. With them 
robbery, rape, murder, etc., were visited only with punishment by their 
own ecclesiastical superior, and the temporal! power of the authorities of 
the land was defied. | 
Now it may at first sight seem a weak argument to rake up these ill- 
doings from the ashes of history, and lay them to the charge of the pre- 
sent see of Rome. But we cannot be deceived by the soft words and 
gentle accents with which Dr. Wiseman clothes his would-be modest 
pretensions. Rome cannot retract from the position she has once 
claimed. “Any attempt,” says the Pope, “by any authority,” to set 
aside his bulls, **is nul/ and void.’ Do we believe that, if he considered 
Elizabeth under his authority, he has altered that opinion concerning 
Victoria? Let us hear modern evidence on the subject. ‘The following 
was stated before a commiitee of the House of Commons ao the sub- 
stance of a conversation between a Protestant clergyman and a dis- 
tinguished lay Roman Catholic.®  “ I said to him, ‘Sappose the Pope 
and council announced that the king of England was a person that 
should be deposed; would you feel, in conscience, bound, as a Roman 
Catholic, bound to obey?’ He answered * Certainly not; because it 
would be contrary to Scripture.’ I asked, whether he or his church 
was to judge of Scripture? He replied, his church. When I asked, 
‘if the decree were so worded, that the Pope and the council affirmed it 
to be not contrary, but according to Seripture, that an heretical monarch 
should be deposed, how would you act?’ he admitted that he should 
feel himself bound by the deeree, because it was for the Pope to judge 
of Scripture, and that, asa Roman Catholic, he should obey him !{” 
And Cardinal Wiseman takes up the same i'ea in his ‘* Appeal,” for he 
there admits that his relicion will not permit him to allow the Queen's 
supremacy. Do we believe that the impunity claimed by ecclesiastics 
from civil jurisdiction was not a custom, but an accident, of the 
Romish church ? In the twenty-third session of the Council of ‘Trent, 
the Popish legates had the assurance to pass a decree, that the clergy, 
in all causes whatsoever, should be free from the civil jurisdiction ! 

We would not be understood to have gone further than a certain 
point in this particular article. What. then, we have argued for in the 
preceding paragraphs is this. We have endeavoured to show, both from 
the fact of internal dissension, and the non-existence of a supposed 
analogy, that we are at least justified in taking into our very earnest 
consideration the movements of the lomanists at this particular june- 
ture, as Englishmen, careful of our rights. We have then been exami- 
ning, from the nature of the case, the position which the Pope, as 
Pope, occupies towards this country; and we think we have demonstrated 
the fact, that not only in times gone by, but up to the present hour, he 
claims a civil jurisdiction in and atemporal power over our land. ‘That 
he has asserted this jurisdiction by his recent acts we trust we shall be 
enabled to show at a future opportunity. 

Finally, we would quote two passages illustrating one another ina 
remarkable manner. Dr. Wiseman, in his “Anpeal” (p. 4), states that 
the canon law “ was inapplicable under vicars apostolic, and that there- 
fore it was necessary to havea hierarchy in England.” One of the 
particular passages of this. very cenon law states (Bonif. viii., Lextrav. 
Com. 1.8, 1), that ‘both swords, the spiritual and the temporal, are in 


the power of the church !” 


PAPAL INTOLERANCE AND PERSECUTION IN THE 
NINETEENTH CENTURY. 
HAVE WE ANYTHING TO FEAR FROM Romr? 
We have already recounted, from the Journal des Debats, the iueredible 
punishment inflicted by the Roman government ona respectable Israelite 
for having sheltered beneath his roof a poor aged Catholic woman, 


whom Christian charity had left to die of hunzver in the streets. In 


defence of such an odious proceeding, the official print at Rome casts an - 


odious calumny on our co-religionists, the falsity of which is self-evident, 
when the advanced age of the woman is taken into covsideration, and 
concludes its diatribe with the following passage :— 

What less severe measure could the tribunal, couformatory with its apo- 
stolic constitution, take to fulfil its sacred duty—more than ever sacred at 
Rome, the capital of the Catholic world— and to preserve from a} attack the 
good manners and saintly morality of the depository of our faith. 

[t forgets to say that the Jews of the Ghetto have no means of reply- 
ing to these odious insinuations. The hand of the holy office has 
stifled the voice of ths press, and woe to him who dares: to contradict 
an assertion of the Holy Inquisition. And, besides, what does a 
calumny more or less matter to the followers of Loyola? Has not 
Mscobar said, “ It is sometimes permitted to defame an adversary, and 


even to impute to him false crimes, without being guilty of a mortal 
ein. 


laugliter is the only reply such an assertion merits. It is only a few 


days ago that the Italian papers told how a detachment of Roman 


> We take this from an able 


question, lately published by the celebrated S. Warren, Esq. : 


Nevertheless, we cannot but admire the courage which speaks of 
the “ good manners and saint-like morality” of Rome! A peal of 
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strictest. and purest morality, and to have been 


soldiers, charged to escort a courier and protect him fromthe attacks of 
banditti, did themselves, upon the road, plunder the unhappy travellers 
who were in the carriage! Such are the good manners and the gaint. 
like morality of this country ° 

Will it be believed that a French journal could be found that did not 
hesitate to repeat the falsehoods of the oman prints, without reflecting 
that those accusations were made against men who could not defend 
themselves, or at least could not oppose the attacks of victorious and 
fanatical violence. ’ Univers Religicux of the Sth inst. has the follow- 
ing :— 

There exists at Rome a law which prohibits Jews taking Christian women 
into their service. As may well be conceived, during the existence of the 
republic this law was totally disregarded, and Messieurs the Israelites, led 
by an appetite for gain, made a general razzia of young Christian maidens, 
endangering alike their virtue and their faith. It may be well to add, that 
the adepts of Mazzini lent a ready hand to the carrying on of this shamefy] 
traffic ; believing, as they did, that it added so many souls the more to 
incredulity, and consequently so many the more adherents to their cause, 
So soon as the Pontifical authority was re-established, the first care of the 
Cardinal Vicar, who, in his character of the immediate pastor of the Catholic 
flock at Rome, is charged with the preservation of his sheep from all danger 
of perversion in their faith, immediately put that eminently Christian law of 
which we have spoken into vigorous operation. Nearly all the Jews, it must be 
admitted, ahowed their obedience to the authority by at once dismissing the 
Catholic females whom they had taken into their service. A few only 
resisted, but a simple admonition secured their obedience to the law. Not 
so M. Tagliacozzo, one of the influential members of the Consistory, and 
very rich. Ile openly resisted the orders issued by the authorities, and 
retained a Christian woman in his house. ‘The tribunal of the Cardinal 
Vicar, having been informed of this insolent transgression, proceeded against 
this refractory Jew, and condemned him to eight days’ imprisonment; this 
punishment was al Three days’ detention 


eventually reduced to three days. 
for the violation of a law that has been in force for ages! ‘This is all that 
has aroused the 


ire of the Kelectic journal. 

We do not wish to impose upon ourselves the useless labour of 
proving to the Univers Religieux, that the israclites have always been 
remarkably chaste and sober men, and noted as faithful husbands, and 
excellent fathers of families; that their enemies even have acknowledged 
them, in all periods of theif history, to have been characterised by the 
free from all those 
shameful excesses which have ahased and degraded other races, We 
will merely sey to the Parisian organ of Roman intolerance, that if it 
has the misfortune to have in its family a Contrafatto, a Mingrat, ; 
Leotade, a Gothland, ete., to have a little more modesty, and not re- 
proach the young Christian maidens with “ endangering their faith and 


i 
them virtue” m the “ homes of the Jews.’— Univers Jsraelite. 


PREDESTINATION AND FREE WILL. 
In redemption of our promise of the 17th ultimo, we give the following 
extract (being the second division of the discourse) from the lecture of 
the talented Dr. M. Kalish, secretary to the Chief Rabbi, on the above 
subject :— 


God is an invisible Spirit, but he has visibly revealed himself to every 
human eye in a twofold way: first, in spuce, by his creation ; and, 
secondly, in dime, by history. Tne materials of which the world is 
framed become soft ana pliable in his hand; but the moral powers he 
did not intend to shape after his absolute will, consequently they do not 
become subservient to it. Vherefore he has created the universe in 
infinite perfection from the beginning; but mankind he ordained to seek 
their way from infancy to maturity, from imperfecticn to perfection. 
The world is and was the same from its primary origin; the generations 
of manu come and go, and turn In eternal change. But as the history 
of the human race represents a gradual and uninterrupted striving after 
godly perfection, as therefore everything that happens is a step towards 
this godly perfection, it follows, that all that is and happens is good and 
laudable. Butis itso? No teacher at any time has arisen, but he 
has lifted his indignant voice against the abominations and the blindness 
of his generation. Llow can we reconcile this? Here we arrive at the 
life-spring of our question. The providence of God has prescribed the 
course to milleaniums, the invariable laws of development to the 
remotest generations; individuals or whole generations may in stubborn- 
perversity rebel against this plan of Providence, they may per- 
petrate deeds of violence with impious contumacy; but the plan of 
Providence remains unaltered, it pursues undisturbed and unconcerned 
its eternal course. Jlowever plaulessly the arbitrariness of man seems 
to deal with the affairs of the world, Providence looks quietly on that 
confused play; for its far-reaching eye discovers already at a dis.ance 
the aim whither this planless arbitrariness will be led by the ties of 
necessity. What Providence conceals from the compunctious conscience 
of a Pharaoh or a Haman, it hastens to reveal to mankind; it is the 
truth, that the wicked man may pursue base plans, but that he yet 
unconsciously promotes beneficial purposes. 


it 


hess or 


All nature is but art unknown to thee ; 

All chance, direction, which thou canst not sec ; 
All discord, harmony not understood ; 

All partial evil, universal good. 


Yea, it is not too bold, if we add— 


And, spite of pride, in erring reason’s spite, 
One truth is clear, whatever is, is right. 


The brethren of Joseph sold him, defying all feelings of love and 
kindred, into a strange country; this deed was a disease in the moral 


order; but Providence followed its premeditated scheme, and the disease 
was converted into a source of life. 
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You intended it as an evil against me, but God intended it as a good, in 
order to bring to pass, as itis this day, to save the lives of numerous people. 


And our sages observe on this verse— 


The brothers were engaged in selling Joseph, but God in creating the 
light of the Redeemer. 


And now we are near the solution of the proposed problem. He who 
attentively followed me will guess it. The eye of Providence watches 
over the purposes and destinies of individuals and of nations in general, 
and after a wise and fixed plan these general purposes and fates are 
predestined ; but to human liberty is secured the unlimited and unre- 
served choice within that great plan; and as the human eye never 
reaches beyond the immediate ends, we enjoy fully as great a measure 
of liberty as is adapted to our nature, 

Let me illustrate this principal sentence by a few examples. It was 
decreed, in the council of God, that man should not spend a joyful life 
in the gardens of Paradise, but that he should pursue his laborious 
task thrcugh toil and trouble. But, nevertheless, he had not predes- 
tined that the first men should transgress his commandment in eating of 
the forbidden tree. They might have remained in innocence and pious 
obedience, and perhaps God in due season, with his love and mercy, 
would have revealed to them why it is better for man to suffer than to 
enjoy, to bear the furrows of sorrow than the smiles of pleasure ; and 
then he might have led them as innocent beings from Paradise, “ to till 
the ground whence they were taken.” It was decreed in the council of 
God that Abel should prematurely be taken from his earthly career; 


but nevertheless he had not predestined that Cain should commit a fratri- | 


cide. Cain might have walked in the path of virtue all the days of his 
life, and God would have found a thousand other means to execute his 
plan with Abel. It was the intention of God to visit Egypt with years 
of famine, and yet to grant rescue and food in this time of need to the 
country aud to the house of Jacob; but it was not decreed that the 
brothers should sell Joseph, exercise a petty revenge from motives of 
envy, and drive their aged father by grief and sorrow to the brink of 
the grave. And thus I could elucidate, by a hundred proofs, that the 
higher aims and ends of the universal government are firmly directed 
from the beginning by His wisdom and His love; but that the liberty 
of man, within these limits, is unbounded for the choice of the means. 
Pursue this idea further yourselves—choose instances from the lives 
of individuals or of nations—and that relation between the providence of 
God and the liberty of man will always occur to your mind. And now 
disappear already most of the doubts and questions above proposed (in 
the introduction). The breast breathes easier; God’s justice and his 
providence are now protected against the attacks of the sceptic; we see 
now no longer that perplexing contradiction between godly necessity 
and human liberty. God direets and governs, but vet man has free 
choice, and the one does not impede the other. Now we understand 


what our sages say, (all is predestined, and 
liberty is granted). Man is now no more an abject instrument, but the 
lord of his deeds and desires. Now it cannot astonish us that the 
good are rewarded, the wicked punished; for Adam, Cain, and Joseph’s 
brethren, might have abstained from their transgressions or crimes ; 
God's council would yet have been otherwise executed. And the 
punishment of the wicked is now justified, however God's wisdom con- 
verts ail partial evil into universal good. Now it és a merit in man to 
be virtuous, it 7s a reproach to be sinful. God has uo favourites before 
they are born, and none of his creatures are predestined by him to 
wickedness. True, niy friends, the ends of Providence remain obseure 
to us; who can explore them? who desires to explore them ? 


‘Wisdom, where is it found? and where is the place of understanding ? 
Behold! to fear God is wisdom, and to depart from evil, understanding. 


The earth is but a part of the creation, man but an atom of the 
universe. Who knows the connection between man and the universe ? 
Who guesses the combination of the systems ? 


Man, who here seems principal, alone, 
Perhaps acts second to some sphere unknown, 
Touches some wheel, or verges to some goal ; 
"Tis but a part we see, and not the whole. 


Do not complain, then, my friends, of restriction of your liberty, for 
you have the choice between good and evil, and you are responsible for 


the choice. Our sages say, Pin (All is 
governed by the hand of God; but it is not even in his power to compel 
us to piety or to wickedness) ; and full of meaning is the xarrative of 
the Medrash: “On the night when Job was to be born, the angel of 
birth appeared before God, and asked him, whether the man about to 
be called into existence was to be wise or simple, rich or poor, heroic or 
feeble. But,” adds the Medrash, “‘ he did not ask whether he was to be 
Prous or impious.” The world has 
may be a jail, but a large, a capacious jail; so capacious, that our weak 
eyes can hardly perceive its walls; it appears to us of endless dimen- 
sions. Within this dungeon we are allowed to move with free choice, 
either to waste our time therein with frivolity and nothingness, or to 
yr it in thoughts and actions which may form a preparation for our 
: imate appearance before the Eternal Judge, with the purification and 

nnoblement of our mind. Let us choose the latter, my dear friends, 


often been called a prison; yes, it 


that our souls, when they will fly from that jail and the jail of our bodies, 


may soar before the throne of the Omnipotent as pure as we received 
them from His heavenly. abode. 


JEWS’ AND GENERAL LITERARY AND SCIENTIFIC 
INSTITUTION. 

Tue twelfth Half-Yearly Meeting of the Members took place on Thurs- 
day evening, the 30th of January, Nathaniel Montefiore, Esq., President, 
in the chair. ‘Phere was a very good attendance of members. 

The minutes of the last meeting having been read and confirmed— 

The Chairman said, that he was happy in again having the pleasure 
of meeting the members and subscribers. He had not much to address 
to them on that occasion, as they would learn from the report of the 
Commitice of Management the state of affairs. He was glad to state, 
however, that they were on the road to prosperity, and hoped every one 


would exert themselves to render it so (cheers). 


Mr. M.S. Oppenheim then read the report, which stated, that the 
committee congratulated the members on the great success which had 
attended the several departments of the Institution since the commence- 
ment of the present Session, and also on the increase of the current 
ineome during the past year. 

The report then showed the following results :— 

The number of members in July last was 205; at present, 241; 
being an increase of 36 members. 

There had been an addition of five life members since July last, 
making a total of 327 members and subscribers. 

That the lectures hitherto delivered had been well attended, and had 
given general satisfaction. 

That on Thursday and Friday evenings fourteen gentlemen of the 
Jewish faith had delivered lectures. 

The report expressed the gratitude of the Committee to the worthy 
President for having, from his own purse, engaged the services of Mr. 
Keates for the delivery of twelve lectures on Chemistry; and that 
Mr. John Zechariah Lawrence had kindly offered his gratuitous ser- 
vices for a course on Vegetable Physiology. That the results of the 
Friday evening lectures had exceeded their most sanguine expectations, 
and that the average nightly attendance is 400 persons. That the 
attendance at the French class had improved, and that Dr. Benisch had 
in a handsome manner offered his gratuitous services as Professor of 
Hebrew to the Institution. That the Discussion Class had been the 
means of bringing forth talent which would otherwise have remained 
buried in obscurity. That within the last six months sixty-three volumes 
had been added to the library. That the portrait of the Chief Rabbi 
had been presented to the Institution by the artist, I. H. Kempf, Esq., 
which had been acknowledged with thanks. That 5,900 volumes had 
issued from the library during the past half-year. That, in accordance 
with the resolution passed at the last general meeting, the sum of £5, 
together with £10 contributed by the worthy President, had been handed 
over to the proper atithorities of the National Exhibition of 1851; and 
that the sum of £50 yet required to be subscribed for the purpose of 
effectually repairing the lecture theatre. That the Institution hed so 
increased in public favour, that many who originally were its opponents 
were now its most strenuous advocates. The report concluded with 
recording their testimony to the indefatigable zeal of Mr. M. S. Oppen- 
heim, who had for near five years filled the office of Secretary of the 
Institution. 

The report was then uninimously adopted, and votes of thanks passed 
to the President, Vice-Presidents, and various honorary officers, to the 
Jewish press, the donor of books, aud the gentlemen who had delivered 
gratuitous lectures, which having been severally responded to, the 
meeting was dissolved. 


We have much gratification in laying before our readers the following 
flattering communication made to our learned correspondent, Chief 
Rabbi Zipser, in Hungary. 

The Chief Rabbi of Stuhlweissenburg (Alba), in Hungary, Rabbi M. 
Zipser, having recently memorialised the Royal Stadholdership for pro- 
motion to the dignity of Chief Rabbi in one of the five districts, received 
the following reply from His Excellency the Chevalier de Geringer:— 
No. 22. Fromthe Chief of the Stadholdership of Hungary, to the Rev. the 

gg Chief Rabbi, M. Zipser, 

In answer to your memorial of the 3rd instant, I beg to say, that it will be 
a source of great satisfaction to me to see a man possessed of such versatile 
knowledge, and of so estimable a character as you are represented to me, 
occupying the chair of Chief Rabbi ina respectable Jewish congregation, 


who would thus manifest their lively desire for the sound religious instruction 
of their community. 


Accept the assurance of my perfect esteem for you. 
Ofen 4th January, 1851. 
To tHe M. Zieser. 


SerHarpim Concrecation —On Saturday, the 29th ult., Mr. 
Moses Calo, Hebrew Master of the Shaaré Tikva Incorporated Sori 
Schools, delivered a lecture to his pupils and their parents at the Nationa 
{nfant School-room, Heneage-lane, Bevis Marks. His text was on the 
Fifth Commandment. His discourse was both eloquent and instructive, 
and made a deep impression on the audience, emong whom were several 
members of the committee; viz., Mr. Joseph Sebag (treasurer of the 
institution), Mr. Edward Foligno, Mr. Almosnino, Mr. Isaac Affalo, the 


GBRINGER. 


Rev. Dr. Piza, Mr. Moses Benoliel, and several other of the 
Port and German es. The lecture gave very general 
satisfaction to all present. The delivery of lectures by Mr. Calo to the 


children of the se which we hope will be more frequently given, 


cannot fail, in due time, to bring forth goodly fruit. 
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Friday, February 7, 5611—1851. 


*.* Correspondents are respectfully informed, that no notice can be taken 


of Communications unless they be PRIVATELY authenticated. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER. 


Religion and civilization are two genii, whose benign influence extri- 
cated the human race from that state of barbarism into which they had 
gunk. and led them on, step by step, into that high and elevated posi- 
tion, which the Creator had intended for man. Religion is the daughter 
of heaven, sent among men, to guide their wanderings in the mazes and 
intricacies of their earthly pilgrimage, and points out clearly and dis- 
tinctly, “ the way wherein they must walk, and the work that they must 
do.”! Civilization is the child of earthly growth, conceived on earth, 
born among men, reared and cultivated in all the peculiarities attribut- 
able to climate and national exclusiveness. But if religion, true religion, 
is the good nurse, who watches with sisterly affection at the cradle of 
the younger offspring, and nurses it with the milk, not of human but 
of heavenly kindness, then the earth-born child will grow and prosper, 
“until the top of it reaches unto heaven.”* Only when civilization goes 
hand in hand with religion, then, and only then, it enlightens the 
mind, softens the heart, refines our feelings and emotions, and places 
within our reach that happiness which is attainable by man while on 
earth. Civilization, without religion, is the tgnis fatuws which sheds a 
glare on the spot whence it takes its rise, but leads the wanderer astray. 
Civilization, in time of antiquity, had reached the highest pinnacle ; 
the Egyptians and Greeks of old present to us examples of what 
human intellect is capable of attaining in culture and civilization, but 
at the same time shews us the aberrations into which the human mind 

must relapse, if it lacks that heavenly guide—religion—which directs 
its development. Egypt presents us, in her history of cultivation, with 
her bestial deities and sorceries; in the Grecian civilization we meet 
with its immortal deities, born among men, and transferred to their 
Olympus with all the passions and emotions inherent in man. Greece, 
in all her refinement, could believe in the Delphine Oracle. How 
strikingly true does a modern historiau describe this semi-barbarous 
state of antiquity, when he says,—“ Scripture tells us, that God has 
made man in his own image; but we must confess that they returned 
the compliment in representing the Godhead in their own image. 
Different, however, is it with the civilization of modern times. Our 
civilization is based on religion, revealed religion; and, however the 
different religions and religious sects may vary in their general views, 
they must, one and all, emanate from and return to revelation. Their 
progress of civilization must not militate against the word of God. 
The offspring that deserts the parent, and rebels against his authority, 
will at last degenerate into that self-sufficient being that defies and sets 
at nought every authority. The generation which deviates from the 
Divine laws, and substitutes, in their stead, its own human laws, must 
either misunderstand their tendency, or deliberately denounce them. 
These thoughts have suggested themselves, by reflecting on the law 
passed lately, aud which prohibits the marriage with the deceased wife’s 
sister. Such marriages, it is alleged, are not in accordance with the 
strict laws of morality, and must be repugnant to natural feelings. We 
will not enter into a lengthened controversy with those who give way 
to a sickly taste, and over-wrought sensitiveness. But in a country like 
England, where the word of God is held in high veneration, and where 
legislative enactments are based on the authority of a revealed code, 
yclept the Bible, we are at a loss how to account for the passing into 
law of a bill prohibiting the marriage with the deceased wife’s sister, 
which law is contrary to the law of God laid down in the Bible. It 
has been ascertained beyond doubt, that the operation of this act, com- 
monly called Lord Lyndhurst’s Act, has been derogatory to the morality 
of the people in general, since, in the face of this act, more marriages of 
this class have been contracted than before, and thus making the people, 
though not disobeying the word of God, amenable to the lawsof the country. 
Scripture tells us, in plain unsophisticated language : “ Neither shalt 
thou take a wife to her sister, to vex her, to uncover her nakedness, 
beside the other in her lifetime” (Lev. xvii. 18). Now, it is a fact beyond 
dispute, that the Mosaic law recognised polygamy ; a man was allowed 
to take more than one wife, but it was strictly prohibited to marry two 
sisters at once ; because they, who by the ties of blood and early affection 
- should love each other, and cherish the most tender relationship, would, 


| 
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by becoming rivals in the affections of a husband, whom they both - 


might love, become the most inveterate enemies. ‘They would, by 
marrying one husband in the lifetime of each other, contract a marriage 
of mutual vexation. Envy, jealousy, and hatred, would spring up, and 
supplant the feelings of contentment, affection, and love, which hitherto 
united two sisters, ‘Therefore the marrying the sister of the wife was 
raarpater in her lifetime. The law of Moses, in all its bearings in public 

ife as well as in private, promoted unity, concord, purity, and holiness.‘ 
Every latitude in accordance with true morality and humanity was 
allowed to human nature. But restrictions were imposed, which set 
bounds to licentiousness. We must abide by the one, but, on the other 


Exod, xviii, 20. Gen, xxviii, 12. 

* All the laws of Moses, moral precepts as well as sanitary regulations, promoted holi- 
ness and purity—purity of mind, and purity of body. However austere the laws prohi- 
biting various foods and meats might at first sight appear, their salutary effect must be 
apparent, when we compare the case reported in the public papers, where a poor boy and 
his medical attendant fell victims ; the one toa wound received in preparing putrid meat 
for homan food, and the other by dressing the wound, and thereby incautiously admitting 
the infection into his system, | | 


Baron de Rotteck’s Universal History, 


hand, we must not overstep the other. Whatever the law of God has 
permitted us to enjoy, whatever Scripture has put down as right and 
lawful, we must not attempt to supersede by pandering to a morbid 
taste. The Mosaic law, in the instance we quoted, prohibits marrying 
“ 4 wife to her sister, beside the other in her lifetime.” But this very 
prohibition carries the permission, we would rather say the injunction, 
with it, to marry the deceased wife's sister, particularly in cases Where 
young children are left motherless, who require the care and untirip 
love of a second mother, and for which none would be better adapted 
than the departed mother’s sister. Our legislature, however, steps jp 
between this divine and humane law and its salutary operation, ang 
interdicts its further progress. While the law of the country permit, 
marriages to take place between members of a family related by the 
ties of consanguinity, it prohibits others between members of a fami] 
related only by affinity, the wife's sister becoming a relative only by 
marriage, Such contradictions cannot act otherwise than mischievously, 
and the operations of that act must have a demoralising influence over 
the population. 

These are our reasons for opposing this law on general grounds, and 
advocating its repeal. But with regard to ourselves, with regard to 
its bearing immediately on the Jewish community in particular, we 
take our stand on scriptural grounds, and in so doing we decry it as 
an infringement of the principle of religious liberty, which is guaran. 
teed to every religious community of every denomination. The Law, 
both Mosaic and Canonical, allows the marriage with the Deceased 
Wife’s Sister. Our sages, in explaining Lev. xviil.6, comment on it as 
follows : 


“The 6th verse is a general prohibition ; the following verses particular- 
ize every individual case of affinity or consanguinity. Now the rule of 
W7D and 93 (comparing a general description with its specified partic- 
ulars®) clearly defines, that the general prohibition must be limited within 
the number of specified cases, and that by way of argument or opinion— 
whether of an individual or a body of individuals—we must not super- 
add any other prohibition.’ Such is the scriptural law as it stands with 
regard to its followers. But the law of the country sets it aside, and 
compels us, besides, to transgress the injunction —“ Ye shall not add 
unto the word which I command you, neither shall ye diminish anght 
from it, that ye may keep the commandments of the Lord your God 
which I command you. What thing soever | command you, observe 
to do it, thou shalt not add thereto, nor diminish from it.’ | 
Looking forward with confidence to the speedy repeal of this act, we 
will endeavour, by every lawful and constitutional means, to agitate for 
its removal from the statute-book ; and we heartily concur with the 
association which has formed itself under the name of Marriage Law 
Repeal Association. At a preliminary meeting of this association, 
among the resolutions passed, the 4th puts forth that “ Many more 
marriages of this class have been contracted since the passing of the act 
than before.” ‘To our knowledge no marriage contrary to the act has 
in this country been contracted in the Jewish community ; we know 
that several marriages of this class have been in abeyance, and we hope 
that this restriction will soon be removed, and that the law of man will 


not any longer prohibit what the law of God has sanctioned. 


CRUEL TREATMENT OF THE JEWS IN RUSSIA. 
To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,— Having seen the following article in the Gontec Polski (a Prus- 
sian Polish journal of the 31st ult.), I think myself in duty bound to 
lay it before your readers, leaving it to every Jew—nay, to every man 
of whatever creed, who listens to the whispering voice of humanity—to 
reflect what my feelings must have been on reading and on writing what 
follows. The article runs thus: — 

“The Oe6estreichische Reichszeitung, of Jan. 10th, communicates the 
following most interesting fact from the Russian frontiers, concerning 
the manner of recruiting the Jews in those places :— 

‘‘ It is reported by many, that the recruiting of Jewish youths, from 
12 to 15 years of age, will shortly be put into practice throughout the 
whole empire. The following circumstance gives colour to this report: 
a great number of the Jewish youths are at present crossing the fron- 
tiers into Austria, where they ever find a sure protection at the hands 
of their co-religionists.”’ 

It will doubtlessly not be without interest to impart to the reader 
sometdetails of this recruiting system. The place appointed for the pur- 
pose is surrounded by soldiers; then every youth is fetched from his 
home and examined, and those who are unfit are instantly dismissed. 
Woe to the father who tries to hide his son: he himself is immediately 
put into chains, sent to a distant country, and, if he is not fit for the 
army, is put to hard labour. The healthy youths are generally trans- 
ported, about 200 at a time, under an escort of Cossacks, either to the 


_ River Don, or to the colonies of the Cossacks on the Black Sea, where 


they are divided by twos and threes among the Cossacks, who have the 
care of bringing them up till their eighteenth year. ‘The arrival of the 


cavalcade is previously announced to the inhabitants, and the wives of 


the Cossacks prepare linen and clothes for those who are placed under 
their care. Not far from the place of their destination the party stops- 
The clergyman of the place and the elders of his community meet the 


* Vide the Prayer Book, translated by the fate David Levy. 


Deut. -iv, 2. 
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new-comers with a procession ; they are followed by the women, who 
carry the clothes on their shoulders. The whole of this escort ap- 
proaches the nearest river, and there the children of Israel are divided, 
Each woman carries a pair of shears with her, with which they cut the 
hair off their pupils. The Jewish garments are brought together in a 
heap and burnt ; afterwards these poor Jewish children are baptised in 
the river, and subsequently dressed in Russian clothes. Then the whole 
traiv, singing hymns, approaches the village, and the new proteges are 
treated as members of the family. They learn to pray (according to 
the Greek church), to ride on horseback, to swim, to catch fish, and 
husbandry. Having attained their eighteenth year, they are generally 
incorporated in the navy, and go by the name of their guardians. Several 
individuals of consequence have already sprung up from amongst these 
new-baptised people. 
I remain yours, ete. 


8, Devonshire-street, Bishopsgate. MICHAELIS SILBERSTEIN. 


SLANDERS OF THE PRESS. 
To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,—Impressed with the crying injustice dealt to the Jewish com- 
munity, consequent on the accusation of the poor man, Henry Hart 
(whose case was, notwithstanding the impotent apologies of the Times 
and Dispatch, basely exaggerated, prejudiced, and prejudged), I am 
induced to crave your insertion of the accompanying observations, which 
are equally the sentiments of a few friends who have eagerly united 
with me in responding to your appeal on behalf of the slandered Henry 
Hart. It is really a matter to marvel at, that, in the present age of 
advancement, men of education should be found so blinded by bigotry 
as to fail in perceiving that (save by a few whose mental vision is 
equally dimmed and obscured by moral darkness) they exhibit to the 
world their own ignorance and contemptible prejudice ;—passions and 
hatreds worthy of those dark ages when Christians tortured Jews, and 
Catholics burnt heretical Reformers. I defy them to assert and main- 
tain, that, as a whole, this empire contains any more loyal, honourable, 
industrious, or more worthy body than the Jewish community. Those 
cowardly, contemptible slanderers of a portion of the Press cannot fail to 
recognise in themselves the true and worthy descendants of those who, 
when THEY DARED, drew Jewish teeth, wrung Hebrew limbs, tortured and 
robbed the young andthe old, the rich andthe poor ofthe children of Israel, 
in the abhorrent license of hatred, rapine, and robbery ; and these very 
men would again ery “ Havock !” and let slip the wolves of religious 
persecution, had they the power to oppose the onward stream of civill- 
sation, goodwill, and liberality. But, thank God, such is the advance 
of tolerance and love among our fellow-citizens, that every calumnious 
shaft projected against us by those vile hands, either falls spent and 
innoxious ere it reach the mark, or recoils, charged with public hatred, 
on their own base heads. And yet all this howl and animadversion 
when a Jewish culprit appears upon the criminal stage, is compli- 
mentary to the body of Hebrews, for it indicates to the world how rarely 
are Jews guilty of outraging the laws of God and man. 

Are not the Jews a peaceable people? Are they not clever and 
honest men of commerce? Are they not worthy citizens, loving relations, 
and charitable friends to the poor of all, without distinction of sect or 
country. ‘Therefore, when we are unjustly attacked, let us appeal to 
that law which will do us justice; then only shall we hear no more the 
word “ Jew’ on every petty occasion tacked venomously {to a mis- 
doer’s name. In conclusion, I beg to hand you the sum of £3 18s. (to 
be applied in such manner as you may deem most expedient), being a 
collection among a few friends. As one of the multitude, I beg to 
tender my thanks to Mr. De Medina, for his manly and amiable ad- 
vocacy of the cause of Henry Hart and of the Jewish community in 
general. I have the honour to be, your most obedient Servant, 


CosMopoLitr. 
_ [We understand Mr. De Medina has commenced proceedings for libel 
in behalf of Mr. Hart against the Daily News for the alleged libel of 
the 8th ult —Ep.] 


— 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,—Please put my name down for the trifling amount of 10s. 
— assisting Henry Hart in prosecuting the for its libellous 
attack. 

I trust our wealthy brethren will not be deaf to your call, as it must 
be painful to the feelings of every true Israelite that, when one of his 
brethren disregards the precepts of his holy religion, he is immediately 
paraded in the public journals as a Jew; so making the whole nation 
blush for the faults of an individual. Were Israel aware of her true 
interest, she would never, in this enlightened age, permit a falsehood to 
tarnish her fair fame. Thanks to Divine Providence, the time has now 
_ arrived when every man may defend the right cause without fear of fire 

or faggot. With the fervent prayer that the God of Israel may prosper 
your undertakings, which ever tend to the benefit of His people. 

7 I remain yours respectfully, 
Joun ARONSON, 


THE PAPAL AGGRESSION. 
To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,—I] venture to encroach on your space in reference te the above 
subject, as I differ from your premises on the subject, and think we have 
nothing to do with it. It is as Englishmen we must gap the sub- 
Mt and as uncompromising advocates of “religious liberty” in its 

est extent, we must not be led by our sufferings under Papacy to 


join in a party ery, and be Jed into an act of intolerance in refusing to a 
portion of our fellow-countrymen the free exercise of their religion in 
the way they think best; but we should rather join with those who, by 
taking religious matters entirely out of the hands of the government, as 
in America, would secure to all denominations the free and uninter- 
rupted exercise of their faith. ‘This is the only true safeguard for 
religion ; and if any political aggression be contemplated, the govern- 
ment would be doubly strengthened by having the voice of the whole 
nation for its preservation. 


Yours obediently, 
Maldon, 24th Shebat, 5611. M. M. 


[Our respected correspondent need not be under the apprehension 
that we are about, in our articles on the Papal Aggression (which will 
he continued each alternate week), to infringe on the great principles of 
civil and religious liberty. We grant to others that which we claim for 
ourselves, but nothing more; and we are certainly justified in consider- 
ing whether we ought not to oppose the assumption of civil authority in 
these realms by a power which, in the nineteenth century, can imprison 
his Jewish subjects in the Ghetto, and punish them for employing 
Christian servants. A power which can thus trample on the great 
principles of civil and religious liberty must be oppssed.—Epiror. | 


MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES. 


Questions will arise, and have arisen in this country’ among Jews, 
how far the laws of Moses can be carried into effect among Jewish com- 
munities, and whether it is not part of the liberty they enjoy under our 
free institutions to comply with the civil and religious code which they 
find in the Bible as the laws of God handed down to us by Moses. We 
answer, that all our laws, as laid down in the Bible, are in force in this 
country, where they do not conflict with the law of the land. This simple 
and well understood distinction is the answer which every Kabbi, minister, 
and religious man, must give when called upon to carry any of the 
Mosaic laws into effect. For example, it may be said that polygamy 
prevails among Jews in the Eastern countries, may it not prevail here ? 
We answer, No; the laws of the land prohibit a man having more than 
one wife, and make it a criminal offence of a severe character; conse- 
quently there ends the possibility of such an occurrence. But we con- 
tend that polygamy among the Jews was never authorised by any law; 
it was not prohibited by Moses, but everything is not to be deemed as 
permitted which is not forbidden. Moses, aware that polygamy was 
practised in the Oriental countries, endeavoured to regulate it by laws 
which settled the right of inheritance between children of different wives. 
Aware that the practice was dangerous as unsettling the domestic rela- 
tions, and embarrassing in reference to the inheritance of property, one 
hundred Rabbies assembled at Worms in the eleventh century, with the 
learned Guerson as presiding officer, and an anathema was pronounced 
against the man who should in future take more than one wife. Custom 
has made it the law of the land. | 

We have heretofore referred to cases of divorces and marriages 
occurring in this city, recognised by the Mosaic code, but repudiated by 
the law of the land. Such cases are in themselves criminal, and would 
subject the parties to severe penalties. Divorces are allowed by the 
laws of Moses, and also by the laws of the land; but the laws of the 
land point out how they are to be carried into effect, and what crime 
shall constitute a just ground of divorce. Living under a civil code of 
laws, and protected in our persons and our rights by those laws, we are 
bound to respect them. ‘The Mosaic code of divorces in this country is 
superseded per legem terra. 

The question has been frequently asked by Jews and by Christians, 
Can a Jewess marry a Christian, or a Jew a Christian woman? and are 
Jews compelled by law to intermarry among themselves ? 

The marriages forbidden by law are those with the seven Canaanite 
nations, with Ammon and Moab, and also with the Egyptians. All 
such marriages are likewise prohibited in another form; all marriages 
require religious ceremonies, called Aiduchim, with the benediction used 
in such cases; both parties must consider this as sacred, therefore the 
marriage of a Jew with a Christian woman would be a civil and not a 
religious marriage, it would not make the man a Christian or the woman 
a Jewess; a Jew, in thus marrying a Christian civilly, and not religiously, 
does not cease on that account to be considered a Jew. The preserva- 
tion of the nation, in a great measure, has been owing to vur inter- 
national marriages; hence any deviation from the custom is regarded 
with sincere regret and displeasure, if not with temporal disabilities pro- 
per in themselves; as recognising such marriages is doing the greatest 


injustice to our own children, born and educated in the faith.— 
Asmonean. 


N ENGLISH VERSION OF THE o'»2pn way (A CHOICE 
OF PEARLS), OR ORIENTAL GNOMOLOGY. 


That the Hebrew literature of the middle ages, both prose and poetry, 
abounds iu lore, sentences and maxims, at once original and profound, will 
be acknowledged by every unbiassed student of Hebrew. These pith 
productions possess a twofold interest: for, whilst their intrinsic worth an 
sound morality rivet the attention of the enquirer in the field of ethies in 
general, they do not the less excite and stimulate the interest of the Jews 
especially, by the terse style in which they are couched. ; | 

These works, philosophical and at the same time secular in their ten- 
dency, and dictated by humanity, are so replete with peta 13 and 
ethical reflections, as to contribute not only to ennoble the state mankind 
in general, but also to remove the man poration which have pressed (and 
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One of the works pre-eminent in this branch of literature, is unquestion- 


ably the “ Mibehar Happencnim,” which it is now intended to lay before an 
indulgent public. It comprises a collection of sentences, maxims and aphor- 
isms, selected from Arabic authors. The mere name of the compiler will 


be considered sufficient toclaim our serious attention, and to command our 


anqualified respeet and admiration, gleaned as they were by the taste and 
judgment of the celebrated poet and philosopher Rabbi Salomon ibn Ga- 
birol. Great value and importance have for many centuries been attached 
to this popular work, during which it has enjoyed the highest estimation in 


every learned circle, so much so as to furnish a subject for versification to 


the learned Rabbi Joseph Kimchi, under the title of “ Shekel Hakkodesh ” 
Many Hebrew Gnomics of modern ages, availed themselves of, and have 
not scrupled to quote from, its. saint-stirring and exalted doctrines, which 
consist of rules of sublime wisdom, practical prudence, moral propriety, 
and polite demeanour ; bearing no resemblance, however, to those offered by 
Chesterfield to his son, which, as Dr. Johnson justly observes, tend rather 
to teach the attitude of Terpsichore. Far from inculcating that constrained 

oliteness taught by the pensive dreamer, enthusiast and fickle Baron von 
Kuleee. who, biographers tell us, “dealt out his rales of life like a small 
trader ;” unlike those dry and abstruse aphorisms of Pagan philosophy, col- 
lected by Charles Palmer. 
harmony and self-satisfaction, the basis of which is morality itself; and 
which, whilst they rival those of the celebrated Rochfoucauld, cannot fail to 
occupy, as regards their moral tendency, a rank, far more exalted than that 
of the intellectual French Prince ; a fact which the tribunal of public opinion 
will be enabled to decide, by the parallel which it is intended to draw in the 
preface to this translation. 

The motives for offering this, the first English translation of the “ Mibehar 
Happenenim” to the public, originated in the suggestion of some friends, 
that an English version of it would be a desideratum, inasmuch as it would 
render accessible to all, irrespective of religious creed, a work so well adapted 
to the spirit of the age. Actuated by such feelings, this arduous and onerous 
task was readily undertaken; and the hope is indulged of obtaining the 
support of the public. 

As regards the correctness of the text, the translator has carefully collated 
it with a MS. in the “ Tlebrew College,” and with two in the 
Bodleian Library, through the medium of a learned friend; thusenabling him to 
clear up numerous errors, which through the negligence of the transcribers 
or printers. have crept into the published editions, and by which many pas- 
sages, despite the ingenuity of the commentators, remained obscure and 
unintelligible. Of the English translation it remains only to be said, that as 
far as the idiom of the English would permit, a faithful version has been the 
sole object in the translation, 

It is intended to give the various readings of the MSS. either in notes, 
or by inserting them in italics in the respective passages. 

An introduction, bearing on the literary history of Hebrew maxims and 
sentences, will accompany the work, with notes and illustrative parallels 
drawn from ancient writings. 

It is hoped, that this publication will prove serviceable to Jews and non- 
Israelites, and that the desire of disseminating works of such a nature, will 
secure to it a favourable reception, and enable the author to carry it through 
the press. A. 


NIMROD.! 
(Concluded from page 131.) 


It is worthy of remark, that the marginal note before referred to, “ he 
went out inte Assyria,” may be, after all, the true sense of the passage; 
while we have the alternative of supposing that Assur is the name of a 
man and not of a people, in which case it is probable that Assur may 
have been one of the lieutenants of Nimrod, and that he was sent by 
him to accomplish the conquest of the country adjoining Babylon, which 
in after times took its name from him. Such a view would be con- 
sistent with the constant habit of classical history, which gives to almost 
every town its /ponymus or hero, whence its name and first greatness 
were believed to have been derived. This simple view is, however, that 
suggested in the margin, which attributes to Nimrod himself the con- 
quest of the whole country, and the foundation of Nineveh. If this be 
so, and Assur means a country and not a man, it would seem that 
Nimrod first possessed an empire at Babylon, and then in process of 
time extended his conquests over the nations around him. For indeed, 
as Sir Walter Ralegh has remarked, we may feel quite sure that the 
world after the Flood “ was not peopled by imagination, neither had the 
children of Noah wings to fly from Shinar to the utmost borders of 
Europe, Africa, and Asia.” The story of Abraham, attentively con- 
sidered, reveals the progress of the nations. It is stated that Abraham, 
the true successor of Shem, dwelt first at Ur, in Chaldea, thence removed 
to Charran, in Mesopotamia, and thence again to Sichem, in Palestine. 
Seven generations had only passed between the days of Shem and the 
removal of that patriarch from lands which were swayed over by Nimrod 
and his descendants. It would seem, therefore, that, so far as history 
has recorded, the great masters of nations were, in the earliest times, 
and for ages subsequent, descendants of Ham, and not of Shem and 
Japhet. Por we know that from Cush, Mizraim, and Canaan, the 
three children of Ham, came those princes who so long ruled over 
Babylon, Egypt, and Syria. There is no reason to suppose that for a 
long period the separated or united empires of Babylon and Nineveh 
extended beyond their own frontiers, or came into collision with any of 
the adjoining nations. It is more likely that for many centuries the 
empire of the plains watered by the Euphrates and Tigris was divided 
beween the Assyrians of Nineveh and the inhabitants of Babylon, and 
that each city was in its turn dominant or subject, according to the 
valour or weakness of its princes. With the solitary exceptions of the 
traditions in classical authors of the conquests of the Indian Bacchus, 

which, as we have mentioned already, are by some attributed to the 
Assyrian Ninus, we have no mention of either Babylon or Nineveh as 
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the head of a great conquering nation in early times. We find that 
Assyria, together with the king of Nisibis, sent only twenty thousand 
men to assist the Ammonites, a notice which implies either a great 
inferiority, or else a disinclination for the cause they were requested to 
aid. For a long time, though the seat of the chief governments, neither 
city would be in a position to extend its conquests far beyond the limits 
of its own territories, and the analogy of the early settlement of other 
Asiatic kingdoms would lead us to suppose that the growth of the power 
of both cities was by no means rapid. 

At the earliest periods to which our records ascend, we find Babel or 
Babylon mentioned as a city already existing ; “the beginning” of the 
kingdom of Nimrod, though apparently not owing its foundation to him. 
[t was, probably, the «earliest town in which there was a large and Settled 
people, and from it the first rudiments of civilisation spread over the 
surrounding nations. It long enjoyed the pre-eminence which it had 
acquired $0 early; no city but Rome has any claim to equal greatness: 
and when it fell, as it did, just when Alexander the Great would have made 
it the capital of the greatest empire of the Old World, it still (as Heeren 
has remarked) left traces of its former glory. For some time, Seleucia, 
the royal residence of the followers of Seleucus, kept alive the remem. 
brance of the ancient city; then Ctesiphon. which followed Seleucia as 
the capital of the Parthian empire, handed on its fame, though much 
shorn of its original brightness. When these fell before the arms of 
the conquering Arabs, the royal city of Baghdad arose in its place, pre- 
serving, though much decayed, some part of the ancient splendour of 
Babylon. Much of the early greatness of Babylon is no doub: attri. 
butable to the remarkable geographical advantages she enjoyed: in a 
position nearly central, the chief city of a land watered by two of the 
finest rivers in the world, Bab, lon must have been very early in history 
the foremost state of Western Asia, and the natural centre for receiving 
and transmitting onward the international commerce of Asia. Between 
the Indus on the East, and the Mediterranean on the West, it was the 
central mart for such Eastern luxuries as found a ready market in the 
West; at no great distance from the Persian Gulf, and in its great 
river possessing all that was necessary for inland traffic, it would be the 
natural place at which the sea-faring nations of India were admitted to 
the heart of Asia, and afforded the readiest means of communication 
with those who dwelt on the Euxine or Caspian shores. Thus favoured 
by nature, it was long the central point where the merchants of nearly 
all the nations of the civilised world assembled ; and such through all 
its changes it continued, till the operation of external causes changed 
the course which Asiatic commerce had hitherto pursued. Neither the 
sword of the conqueror nor the untiring hand of Oriental despotism 
could ruin, though for a time they might diminish, its prosperity; and 
it was only when the enterprise of Europe found a path across the ocean 
to India, and the commerce of the world became a sea trade instead of 
a land trade, that the royal city on the banks of the Euphrates finally 
decayed. 

Yet, full of interest as would have been the Babylonian history during 
the carlier stages of its existence, it is not a little remarkable how 
entirely after its first appearance Babylon vanis!:es from the page of 
history. 
inducement to mention her; the Babylonian chronicles have long since 
been wholly lost, and the accounts of Herodotus and Ctesias, though, 
on the whole, doubtless true, hardly admit of accurate chronological 
arrangement. ‘Their historical myths rest almost exclusively on the 
names of Semiramis, Ninns, and Belus, suggesting indeed a strong pro- 
bability that great conquerors had arisen in this part of Asia before the 
origin of the Babylonio-Chaldean empire, and had founded two separate 
kingdoms whose deeds have been preserved under the one name of the 
Assyrian empire, yet omitting many important facts which the student of 
history would gladly have preserved from oblivion. 


FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE. 

Bavaria, 4th January.—Although the public press entertains the 
hope of an amelioration of the condition of the Jews, there is little 
prospect of seeing it carried out. ‘The ministry has already dropped the 


The government is in the hands of the Roman Catholic 
party, who treat the Protestants in the same manner. 


FRANKFORT-ON-THE-Matne, January 23.—The Chamber of Commerce 
of this city having to fill up a vacancy in their body, caused by the 
death of M. Ferrer, a banker, have just unanimously elected a Jew, 
M. Philippe Elisson. ‘This is the first time that a Jew has become & 
member of our Chamber of Commerce, which, in spite of the law of 
February 20, 1849, establishing the equality of all citizens without 
distinction of vreed, had continued to enforce the observance of that 
article of their statutes of 1817, which enacts that Christians alone are 
entitled to become members of the chamber.— Univers Jsraélite. 


Srocxnoim, December 26th.—M. de Liljenstolpe, member of the Order 
of Nobles of the Diet, has brought a proposition before that body to the 
effect, that the Jews shall be permitted to enjoy the same rights which, 
by the fundamental law, are accorded to the Christian Swedes who do 
not profess the dominant religion of the country, Lutheranism. The 
proposition met with a favourable reception from the Order of Noblesse, 
who sent it to the Committee on the Constitution.— vid. 


France.—By a decree, dated January 2, the President of the Re- 


ublic, at the instigation of the Minister of Public Instruction and 
Vorship, creates M. Marchand Ennery, ten years professor at the Jewish 
schools of Nancy, d rabbi of the consistorial de nt of Paris, 
from 1829 to 1846, and grand rabbi of the central consistory of the 
Israelites of France, since 1846, knight of the national order of th? 


The Jewish annalists had, as we have already mentioned, no - 
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Legion of Honour, A ministerial order, dated January 18, approves 
the election of M. David Lehman as grand rabbi at Rixam, Haut Rhin. 
M. Lehman will worthily succeed his ecessor, who has been made 
grand rabbi of the consistory of Colmai.— JZ bid. 


Bourmia.—A Jew of this country made application to the authorities 
for a situation in the Post-office; but the authorities required of him a 
certificate from the rabbi, permitting him to fill the functions of the 
office on the Sabbath, and the other days religiously observed by the 
Jewish faithful.—ZJ did. 


Great Synacoovue, Sabbath last, the Rev. 
Dr. Adler delivered his usual periodical lecture in the above synagogue. 
The Rev. Doctor selected his text from the weekly portion of the law, 
Exod. xxii. 24—26. In the first part of the discourse the learned 
lecturer proved the great merit which the law attaches to loans and 
advances granted to the poor in due time; and, urging the words of the 
text, showed that God rejoices in the relationship of 
the poor, an example which, in our time, is not alwavs imitated. In 
the following part of the lecture, the Rev. Doctor dwelt with great 
force upon the banefulness of usury, which, among other arguments, he 
aptly illustrated by the Rabbinical explanation of the word 722 (usury), 
comparing it to the secret bite of a snake, which at first appears insig- 
nificant, but soon spreads its fatal and destroying influence to the very 
heart’s-blood. The concluding part of the discourse consisted of a for- 
cible appeal for continued charity towards the needy and afflicted among 
our brethren, especially at this season of the year, which multiplies the 
wants and struggles of the. poor, a kind and humane regard to whom 
the Rev. Lecturer especially enforced, supporting this exhortation by 
the concluding words of the text, “* And it shall come to pass, when he 
[the poor] crieth unto me, that [ will hear him, for I am merciful.” 


Mancuesren, 4th Feb.—At the Mincha (afternoon service) on Sabbath 
last, the Rev. Dr. Schiller-Szinessy delivered a second eloquent discourse 
toa numerous auditory in the Halliwell-st Synagogue. ‘The text was 
irom Lev, xvi. 5, “ Ye shall therefore keep my statutes and my judg- 
ments, which if a man do he shall live in them. Jam the Lord” The 
Rev. preacher pointed out the importance of the two portions of the 
Pentatench recently read, viz.:—D°OSYD and WO which comprised 
those laws consigned to the peculiar guardianship and observance of 
israel; he urged upon his hearers that God’s law was one of justice, of 
love, and of freedom ; he illustrated these several heads of his discourse 
by ample quotations showing deep research, and by lucid, logieal, and 
elaborate argumentation: he finally exhorted his audience so to live in 
the sight of nations that they might justify Israel’s chosen inheritance 
of a divine code sufficient for all men’s pious and virtuous conduct in 
life. The rey. lecturer concluded with an ardent and eloquent prayer 
‘or the welfare of this community. 

(Oy) Sunday morning the Rev. LD ctor was indueterl into the office of 

uperintendent and religious instructor of the Mauchester Jews’ school. 
‘Lhe children, parents and teachers, together with several members and 
‘vicuds, iormed a numerous assembly. ‘The proceedings were commenced 
by the committee of the school escorting the rev. gentleman into the 
crowded room, and fermally introducing him to the expe 


! 
rye . 
Phe President, Mr. P. Lucas, conggtulated the members on the attain- 
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ment of Dr. Schiller’s valuable services, expr Ssinge a COnvViccion that by 
iis. (Dr, Schiller’s) able superintendence the school WOU acquire an 
mevated character, and that the children would derive an everlasting 


venelit, which should make them and their parents truly gratefal. Ho 
assured the teachers that the Committee were perfectly satisfied with 
ieir zeal and ability, and that this’ appointment, whilst it would in no 
way detract from their authority and usefulness, would, he believed, be 
accepted by them as an important assistance in their labours. The Rey. 
Joctor then addressed the meeting (on this occasion in English) and stated 
hat he felt highly honoured for the confidence which had been reposed 
‘a him by the School Committee, and he hoped that, by devoting his 
Lest energies to promote the religious and general education of the 
pupils, to receive from the teachers their cordial co-operation and 
support. As regarded the children themselves, he entertained no fears 
as to his being able to establish with them a satisfactory relation ; for, 
however imperfect and untried his present knowledge of the Eaglish 
‘anguage might be, he would address himself to their tender hearts, and 
tuereby strive to gain their love, as it had been his happy privilege in 
his former congregation at Eperies. They would then listen to and 
nderstand: his teachings, which he would, moreover, endeavour to 
adapt to their capacities, and thus lead them to a knowledge of holy and 
useful truths, 

The Hon. See., Mr. Isaac A. Franklin, intimated that the Rev. Dr. 
elt anxious that the religious teachings should not be limited to the 
children regularly attending the school; but he ardently hoped that 
parents of all ranks and classes in the community would send their 
children on the days appointed for spiritual instruction, to facilitate 
which, the presiding warden of the Halliwell-st. congregation had 
xindly accorded the use of the synagogue until the new schoo! should be 
completed, Further, he wished it te be understood, that ia this arrange- 
ment 1 was not intended to exclude those connected with the new 
vongregation, the synagogue in Halliwell-st. having been chosen as the 
most cligible, in point of size, and the first gathering for this laudable 
Ber rap was eventually fixed to take place on the ensuing Wednesday, 
at P.M, 

Mr. John Isaae, presiding warden of the Halliwell-st. congregation, 
and one of the school committee, signified his willingness to promote, 
*Y every means in his power, the sacred cause contemplated by their 
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Rev. pastor, Dr. Schiller, he therefore cheerfully granted the use of the 
synagogue for this object, with the same _—e of neutrality, as 
respected the two congregations, which had already been referred to. 
He felt deeply the value, to the rising generation of this community, 
which wauld accrue from these religious lessons to the young. For his 
own part he should gladly avail himself of the opportunity for his own 
child; and he hoped that no member of the house of Israel, whatever 
his rank or position, would hesitate to follow the example. ‘There was 
nodifference of class in the sight of God, who judged men by their 
virtue ahd piety. Those children would be left behind, in their race for 
superiority, in that highest of all kinds of education, religious enlight- 
ecnment, who did not partake of that valuable instruction now offered to 
them: _He would not attempt to control parents in their choice of 
schools for secular edueation, but he had so much confidence in the 
pious zeal of the Rev. Dr. Schiller that, fortheir own sakes, he implored 
those who were responsible for the training of their offspring, to let 
tliem seek the porch now open to them, which would lead them to a 
knowledge of the way they should go, that in after years they might 
hot depart from it. 
After further observations from Mr. Lucas and others, the assembly 
dispersed, with hopeful aspirations. for the future well-being of the 
Manchester Jews’ school, and of the youth of this community in general. 


On the afiernoon of Monday last, at three o'clock, the OYN AS 
society met, as was announced on Sunday last, and a provisional com- 
inittee was clected to prepare rules for the government of the society ; 
and SYD? AAD j'2 we had again the pleasure of listening to an edify- 
ine lesson of the OY" AWS, with beautiful illustrations, which, as the 
Nabbins would say, AS (are Wiuning the heart); 
and no wonder that so many persons of every grade are flocking into 
the synagogue to-listen to the Nev. Doctor’s discourses. The result 
must be successful, AYN , FINS 33e"> (Draw me after thee, and both 
of us will run the same way).¢ 


Bristo. SyNaAGocue.—We understand that Mr. E. M. Mvers has 
har lidate for } » ft R ler & he ahov 
vecome a Canaiaar or the situation o eacer, Cic., of th: avove cove 
crepation. We wish this gentleman every success, as we have no doubt, 
if elected, he will do justice to the congregation, and honour to himself, 


TO CORRESPONDENTS. 

“The Universal Polka,” by P. Ezekiel; also, Proof Shect of Introduc- 
tion to ** The Antiquity and Pre-eminence of the Prerogative of the Crown of 
England in Ecclesiastical Matters,” by Charles Egan, i'sq. 

The Conversion affair at Birmingham shall have early attention. 

teview of Dr. Benisch’s New Translation of the Pentateuch, if possibie, in our next 
humber. 


Received 


ERRATUM. 
In our last number, p. 133, col. 2, line 14, for read 


nec. in a neighbourhoed which was th if 
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tard, Portsea,. 
EMANUBL EMAN EL, hit hegtreet, P: resin 

HENRY MICHAEL EMANUEL, Ordnance-row, Portsea. 
SERASKI ZACHARIAH, Queen-street, Po 


ev of the h uses im the two th fares tO thie 
wie en convert int i) of I CUCT, ana sccHnes ¢ [ the 
\ occurring be the vers of th How. of (iod. 
That respectable Females and the 1: th of the Community should be subject to such 
Iting scenes has long la souree gret to the Congregztion, Kvery attempt of 
the authorities to suppress these dens of infamy proved unsuccessful, 
be removed by purchasing Property which will. afford 
ent to the Svnagogue from one of the most respectable streets of the town, In 
driion it is proposed to bunid a neat ; | comfortable residence for the Minister, 
with Lil ises [or Lid Po 
4 mmplish these d ble objects £1,290 will bet ired, which it is inpossible 
to ra a stnall eommunit 
It has therefore been = ed (rather than let the opportunity mass, one which minv 
not oecur again) to solicit the aid of a liberal Public im carrying Out se laudable an 
vue 
Synagogue Cha bers, December, 561 1—185 
Subscriptions recaaved by— 
JOHN EDWARDS, § Hard, Portsea. 
EZEKIEL EMANUEL, § 3,-The B 


the 


tion for the Relief of the Imdigemt 
A Gift of this Charity) at the ensuing Election, which is appointed for the 23rd 
I am, Ladies and Gentiemen, 
Cor Proxies will be thankfully received by Mr. Isaac Hyam, 


To the Governors and Subscribers of the Institue 

LApIes AND GENTLEMEN, 

REPORT having been spread that I have resigned being a Candidate (for the 
instant, I beg to assure you that the report is totally without foundation, and there- 
fore most respectfully solicit the aid of your votes on that occasion, 

5, Mint-street, Borough, Your most obedient humble Servant, 
Feb. 4, F851. DAVID HYAM. 
14, Bevis Marks, St. Mary-Axe. 


Mer. SOLOVWON, 
FYAVING quite unexpectedly been compelled to leave his premises, No. 5, 
Houndsditch, begs to inform his Friends,and the Public, that he is at present 
transacting his official business at No. 1, Fountain-court, Liverpool-street, Bishops- 
gate. 
N.B. The Bookselling Business, etc., will. shortly be resumed. 


Wanted, 

Y a Lady of the Jewish persuasion, in Bangor, N. Wales, a Resident Governess, 
B A i would be hana. or a Christian Lady who had previously lived in 
a Jewish family. 

Address, Mrs. Aronson, Bangor, N. Wales. 
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Jews’ and General Literary and Scientific 
Institution, 
SUSSEX HALL, LEADENHALL-STREET. 
LECTURES... . 
Tuurspay EventnG next, Feb. 13th, at Half-past 8 o'clock, 
Mr. VANDENHOFF 
Will give a Dramatic Reading of Shakspeare’s Play of 
HENRY THE FOURTH, PART I, 
Admission, Members’ Friends, 6d.; Non-Members, Is. 
Fripay Eventne next, Feb. 14th, at 8 o'clock, 
Mr, M. H, BRESSLAU, on the MORAL TENDENCY OF SCRIPTURAL 
HISTORY, 
Admission Free, by Tickets to be had at the Library. 
SUBSCRIPTION TO THE [NSTITUTION 20s, AND 30s, PER ANNUM, 
MORRIS 8S. OPPENHEIM, Secretary. 


Jews’ Free School, Bell-lane, Spitalfields. 
For 600 Boys and 300 Girls. 
THE ANNIVERSARY DINNER 


In aid of the Funds of the above Ivstitution, will take place at 
THE LONDON TAVERN, BISHOPSGATE STREET, 
On Tuesday, Feb, 11th, 1851. 
Pi nt. 
Str Aytnony De Roruscnitp, Bart.,, in the Chair, 
Vice ile nts, 
J. M. Monterrore, Esq. | 
Treasurers. 
Atrrep Davis, Esq. 
Stewards, | 
Alfred Davis, Esq. 
Montague Hyam, Esq. 
Gicorge Jessel, Esq. 
Ss. a Joseph, Esq. 
J. G, Lacy, Esq. 


Lawrence Levy, Esq. | 


Lawrence Levy, Ese. 


S. L. De Symons, Esq. 


Joseph Mayer Montefiore, Esq. 
H. 1. Montefiore, Esq. 

Nathaniel Montefiore, Esq. 
Maurice Moses, Esq. 

B.S. Phillips, Esq. 

Sir Anthony De Rothschild, Bart. 


Nathaniel Lindo, Esq. 8 L. De Symons, Esa. 
Jacob Waley, Esq. 
(By order) 


S. SOLOMON, Secretary. 


Appeal of the New Hebrew Congregation, 
Manchester. 


HE Manchester New Hebrew Congregation have for several years past experienced | 


the want of a new Synagogue, in consequence of the present building being but ill- 
adapted to the holy purpose required, and also from being inconveniently small, The 
Wardens and Committee have canvassed their members and immediate friends for Dona- 
tions towards the building of a new Synagogue, the necessity for which is admitted by all 
disinterested parties acquainted with Manchester, 

The result of the canvass is shown in the list below, nearly all of which hag already 
been paid; but as the sum is still very inadequate for the erection of a suitable building, 
the Wardens and Committee take the liberty of calling upon their brethren for assistance 
in their arduous undertaking, 


Mr. Isaac Isaacs, Lancaster £50 ©) Mr. Casper - - - 
A, 5S. Sichel, Manchester - 20 O Arensberg - 
Louis Beaver, Manchester- 10 6 0 Calisher - - 
S. Mayer - - 20. = Herzenberg- - 
D. Hesse - - Isaacs, London - 
J, Benjamin - - -10 0 QO W. Samuel, Birmingham - 1 1 0 
E. Marks - - 10: @ I. Cohen - 
Morris Franklin - EK. Wolston - - 1 0 
Jacob Cohen - - §&.§ .01 S. L. Caffe, Liverpoo} 
George Meyer, Hanley - 5 0 | H. Leveaux - - 
J. Rosenthal - - — Shoaps - 
S. Oppenheim - «*. §.-0: 0 Nathan Hesse - 
— Goodheim, Hanley - 5 0. 0 | Master Hesse - - 
William Abrahams,Jamaica 5 © Mr, Joseph Rosenberg - 
Phillip Cohen - - «= ©} Messrs, Bronn Brothers - 
David Cohen - - - 5& O ©} Mr, Shaps (additional subscrip- 

M. Harris - we I, A. Moss” - - 
D, Falk - - - P.Samucl, Birmingham - 1 1: 6 
G. Selig - - - Picard - - - 
E. Jacobs - - Cheetham - - - 0.10.6 
kk. Voorsanger- - A, Cohen - - 
J. Keesing - - B. Boam, London - 
— Wertheim - - » I. Mirls - - 
— Mecklenburg - I, Brown . - 010 6 
J, Lazard - Schapero - - 
A. Franks - 3-3 Abraham Levy - - O10 6 
H, Cowen - Lazard, London - 
Canterbury Congregation - 2 2 0 M, Hershburg - - » .-¢ 
H. Brower - - 2:3: Chaplin, Dublin - 
Missel - I, Joel, Dublin - @.70 “0 
— Ansorg - - 3:3 Michols - - -0 
Morris Joseph 23 2:8 Engell - - - 010 
— Golding - - - 2 2 0} Master Edwin Selig - - 010 0 
I.S. Moss” - - - 2 2 Two Friends (per Mr.S. Mayer) 0 7 6 
L. Barnet Ladies’ List. 
L. Cohen - - - 113. 6) Mrs. L. Beaver & 
L. Wolfson - - - 111 6} MissJulia Cohen - - @ 
H, Wolfson - - - 2-3) Phebe Cohen - » -0-0 
Goodman - - Ellen Cohen - - 
— Sykes - 1 1. Mrs. Selig - - 0 
W. Danziger - - - 1 1 O'A Few Friends (per Misses 
W. Fishar~- - - O} . .- - - 
— Mayers - - - 1 1 Oj Mrs. D. Hesse - 
L. Sampson - - S. Mayer - - 
H. Phillips, London - N, Mayer - - 
Thornhill - - Joel Benjamin - 
Wolfson, jun, - - Keesing - 
L.Goodman - - “gre: Gore - - 


Donations will be thankfully received and duly acknowledged, in London, by the Re 
Israel Levy, Western Synagogue Chambers, St. Alban’s-place; Lewis H. Isaacs, Esq., 
se gem, Stepney; and at the Jewish Chronicle Office, 24, Houndsditeh. In 

chester, by M. Harri .s President, 6, Withy Grove; and S, Mayer -» Hon, 


Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister. 


T a preliminary meeting of gentlemen interested in the repeal of the Ag 
commonly called Lord Lyndhurst Act, held at the Chapter Coffee. 

House, Paternoster-row,on Wednesday, 15th January, 1851, the following resolutions 

were unanimously adopted:— 

Resolved.—Ist. That, in our conscientious and deliberately formed judgment, mar. 
riage with the sister of a deceased wife is neither contrary to Gog’, 
word, nor repugnant to natural feelings. 

Resolved. —2nd. That all our legislation in reference to the prohibited degrecg has 
been founded, professedly, upon the principle of entire deferenes 
to God’s word, and, consequently, that any prohibition which is 
not clearly warranted by the sacred Scriptures, is contrary to the 
spirit of our laws, and ought to be removed. 

Resolved—3rd. That the Act commonly called Lord Lyndhurst’s Act cannot be 
allowed to continue, its provisions being contradictory; since jy 
one part, it declares marriage with a deceased wife's sistor 
contracted previously to the passing of the Act, to be valid, and 
in another part, it condemns and declares void marriages of pre- 
cisely the same description. 

Resolved—4th. That, at the passing of this Act, it was not intended by the legis. 
lature to be permanent, nor has it been so regarded by the people 
of this country, many more marriages of this class having been 
contracted since the passing of the Act than before. 

Resolved—sth. That this Act, being in opposition to the revealed will of God, is, 
consequently, set at naught by all classes, and has thus occasioned 
wide-spread mischiefs which nothing but its repeal can remedy, 

Resolved—6th. That those personally interested in the repeal of this law are deep] 
sensible of their obligations to the Right Hon, Mr. Stuart Wortley 
and those who acted with him, and cannot but express their 
regret that their efforts should have been frustrated by vexations 
delays during the last session of Parliament, when Scripture, 
reason, the consent of Christendom, and the judgment of the 
majority of the people of England were in their favour, 

Resolved—7th. That the efforts hitherto made to procure the repeal of this Law 
have not embraced all who are interested in the question, nor 
equalled the urgency of the case, and that the time has now arrived 
when those who are affected by the Law should combine their 
energies and their influence, and, calling to their aid that sym- 
pathy felt for their cause by the community at large, make go 
earnest and general an appeal to the legislature, as shall induce 
them to grant, without further delay, this inevitable measure of 
relief, 

Resolved—sth. That we who are here assembled, do organise ourselves into an 
Association to be called the “ Marriage Law Rerorm Asso- 
CIATION,” with the exclusive object of promoting by all con- 
stitutional means, the repeal of the Law which renders void 
marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister. 

Resolved—9th. That, however undesirable the public agitation of such a question 
may be, it is foreed upon us, and we pledge ourselves never to 
abandon it until our rights are conceded, 

Signed on behalf of the Meeting, 
A. M. COOK, Chairman. 
Gentlemen personally or otherwise interested in obtaining the repeal of the Law, 
are requested to communicate with the Honorary Secretary, Committee Room, 

Chapter Coffee House. 

Any communication made to the Hon. Secretary will be treated as confidential, 
if required. 
Contributions may be forwarded to the Hon. Sec., or paid to the account of the 

Treasurer, at Messrs. Rogers, Olding and Co’s, Bankers, Clement’s-lane, Lombard- 

street. 


CLABK’S LAMPS ARE BEST. 
LIGHT COMPANY have 
now all their Lamps perfected. 
Their immense business speaks 
volumes for the good quality of 
their goods. 

The Diamonp Lamp is the 
most simple, the most 
nomical, and the best of all 
Lamps. 

The Peart Canpie Lamp 
is worth a hundred other Can- 
dle Lamps to the customer. Any person's 


Lamps can be altered to the Diamonp prin- 
ciple. 


Ciarh’s Lamps 
Are the best the world has yet produced. 
This is a bold assertion, but it cannot be 
contradicted; and all who want Lamps 
should remember this. After this notice 
the Public will only have themselves to blame 


if they purchase the common Solar or Carcel 
Lamps. 


N.B. Prices and Designs sent per Post 0D 
application. 


PLEASE WRITE DOWN THE ADDRESS: 


This is a Caution to the Public, to prevent 

persons going to the wrong Establishment, 
and thereby having Lamps sold them that are 
bad in principle, and which are imposed 08 
the Public as the Diamonp Lamp. 
You can only buy Good Lamps of the 
Metropolitan Light Company, 447, 
Strand, next door to the Electric Tele- 
graph Company, and exactly opposite 
Warren’s Blacking Warehouse. 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
JOSEPH STANSBURY, M.A., Hon. See. 
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